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DETAILED ACTION 
Pursuant to U.S.C. 131, claims 1- 9 have been examined. 



Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 1-5, and 8-9 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

2. Claim 2 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75 as being a substantial duplicate of 
claim 1 . When two claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in 
content that they both cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is 
proper after allowing one claim to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of 
the allowed claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k). 

3. Applicant is advised that should claim 1 be found allowable, claim 2 will be 
objected to under 37 CFR 1.75 as being a substantial duplicate thereof. When two 
claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in content that they both 
cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is proper after allowing 
one claim to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of the allowed claim. 
See MPEP § 706.03(k). 

4. Claim 4 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75 as being a substantial duplicate of 
claim 3. When two claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in 
content that they both cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is 
proper after allowing one claim to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of 
the allowed claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k). 
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5. Applicant is advised that should claim 3 be found allowable, claim 4 will be 
objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75 as being a substantial duplicate thereof. When two 
claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in content that they both 
cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is proper after allowing 
one claim to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of the allowed claim. 
See MPEP § 706.03(k). 

6. Claim 5 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75 as being a substantial duplicate of 
claim 2 and claim 1 . When two claims in an application are duplicates or else are so 
close in content that they both cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in 
wording, it is proper after allowing one claim to object to the other as being a substantial 
duplicate of the allowed claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k). 

7. Applicant is advised that should claim 1 be found allowable, claim 5 will be 
objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75 as being a substantial duplicate thereof. When two 
claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in content that they both 
cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is proper after allowing 
one claim to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of the allowed claim. 
See MPEP § 706.03(k). 

8. Claim 9 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75 as being a substantial duplicate of 
claim 8. When two claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in content 
that they both cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is proper 
after allowing one claim to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of the 
allowed claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k). 
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9. Applicant is advised that should claim 8 be found allowable, claim 9 will be 
objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75 as being a substantial duplicate thereof. When two 
claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in content that they both 
cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is proper after allowing 
one claim to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of the allowed claim. 
See MPEP § 706.03(k). 

Appropriate correction is required. 

10. Claim 2 is objected to because the claim discloses an identity seeking identity 
authentication. The Examiner interpret that the claim should read 'entity'. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S. C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-9 are rejected because the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory 
subject matter. 

Claims 1-9 seem to be directed towards a conditional, practical application, per 
se, but fails to produce a useful, concrete, and tangible result. 
Manipulation of data in a computer is not, in of itself, sufficient for establishing that a 
claim is statutory. A useful, concrete, and tangible result must be recited or flow 
inherently. Appropriate correction is required to specifically recite the result under all 
claimed conditions. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1 - 9 are being rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being unpatentable 
over Elliot, et al (US 2003/0065563 A1). 

3. with regard to claims 1 and 2: 

An identity authentication system for verifying the true identity of an individual 
and providing same to an entity seeking said identity authentication of said individual, 
comprising: (a) collecting multiple information aspects relating to the identity of said 
individual ['consumer info database 358'; Page 12, paragraph 301]; 

(b) assigning rating scores for each of said information aspects of said individual 
[customer information is assigned a number based on the information in the consumer 
info database; Page 13, paragraph 302]; 

(c) adding each of said rating scores for each said information aspect for a total rating 
score for said identity authentication, system ['dynamically calculated; Page 13, 
paragraph 302]; 
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(d) providing said rating score to said entity seeking identity authentication of said 
individual ['presentation module 366'; Page 13, paragraph 303]. 

with regard to claims 3 and 4: 

An identity authentication system for verifying the true identity of an individual 
and providing same to an entity seeking said identity authentication of said individual, 
comprising: (a) accumulating identity information about an individual [info database 358; 
Page 12, paragraph 301]; 

(b) placing said identity information into a computer program ['id module 354'; Page 12, 
paragraph 301 ; 

(c) placing a mathematical score on said accumulated identity information of said 
individual [each is assigned a number; Page 13, paragraph 302], 

(d) adding the total of said mathematical scores on said accumulated identity 
information for a total identity authentication system ['dynamic calculation'; Page 13, 
paragraph 302]. 

with regard to claim 5: 

A system for authenticating the identity status of an individual for establishing 
said individual's identity status: (a) collecting multiple information aspects relating to the 
identity of said individual ['consumer database 358'; Page 12, paragraph 301]; 
(b) assigning rating scores for each of said information aspects of said individual [Page 
13, paragraph 302]; 
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(c) adding each of said rating scores for each, said information aspects for a total rating 
score for said identity authentication ['dynamic calculation'; Page 13, paragraph 302], 
said adding accomplished through computer processing means ['application server 22'; 
Page 2, paragraph 12]; 

(d) providing said resultant rating score to said entity seeking identity authentication of 
said individual [scores are sent back to application server 22; Page 1 1 , paragraph 294]. 

with regard to claim 6: 

A system for rating credibility of an individual among various individuals 
establishing one or more credibility traits for rating purposes, establishing a 
mathematical rating scale for each of said credibility traits through computer processing 
through the following formulations: RT=R1 +R2+R3 . . . +RN Where RT=total rating 
score and R1, R2, R3 and RN are individual credibility traits ['scoring module, 44'; Page 
3, paragraph 21]. 

with regard to claim 7: 

A system for rating credibility worthiness of an individual comprising of the 
following steps: (a) assigning various categories to rate an individual fapp server 22'; 
Page 2, paragraph 12]; 

(b) providing a rating scale for each of said categories [Page 13, paragraph 302]; 
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(c) calculating an overall rating score for the total of each said rated category 
using a computer means to calculate same ['scoring module 44'; Page 3, paragraph 21]. 

with regard to claim 8: 

A method for a system which generates a credibility rating for individuals and 
organization entities based upon validity of identity facts and credibility of an entity 
comprising: collecting multiple information aspects relating to the identity and credibility 
of said entity [Page 12, paragraph 301] and entering same in a computer ['app server 
22'; Page 2, paragraph 12]; 

evaluating and assigning rating scores for each of said information aspects of said entity 
[Page 11, paragraph 294; Page 13, paragraph 302] and processing same is said 
computer [Page 2, paragraph 12]; 

and adding said rating scores for a total rating score of the credibility of said entity 
[Page 3, paragraph 21] through said computer [Page 2, paragraph 12]. 

with regard to claim 9: 

A method for a system which generates a credibility rating for individuals and 
organization entities based upon validity of identity facts and credibility of an entity 
comprising: collection means for collecting multiple information aspects relating to the 
identity and credibility of said entity, said collection information aspects entered into a 
computer ['app server 22'; Page 2, paragraph 12]; 



Application/Control Number: 10/633,175 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2136 

evaluation means for evaluating and assigning rating scores for each of said information 
aspects of said entity, using said computer to process said scores [Page 2, paragraph 
12]; 

and a calculator for adding said rating scores for a total rating score of the credibility of 
said entity, using said computer to said adding [dynamic calculation; Page 13, 
paragraph 302; Page 2, paragraph 12]. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: Subramaniam, et al (US 6,950,936). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Traci L. Russell whose telephone number is 
571 .272.1095. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri (alternate Fridays 
off). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nasser Moazzami can be reached on 571 272.4195. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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